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Reviewer Comments to Author: 

This paper has been previously reviewed for the Journal and therefore I will not provide an overview in 

this review. 

I am satisfied that all of the major concerns about the previous version of the paper have been 

addressed by the authors, and I am happy to recommend the paper to be accepted for publication. 

I have made some small observations below for consideration in the final revision: 

This sentence is imprecise and non-committal for a scientific paper: "This should allow good quality tools 

to be shown as the top recommendations." Likewise "which should allow it ..." Saying "should" sounds 

like you are not sure if the statement is true or not, but are merely hypothesising. 

"First, using a simple approach to store all the indices of sequences of tools" it is unclear what this 

means: one has to read the supplementary materials to find out. Is there another way to describe this 

technique? 

The "standard" and "normal" categories for tools don't strike me as the most informative of terms. 

The paper is rather long, and I would encourage the authors to seek opportunities to be more concise. 
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Quality of Written English 

Please indicate the quality of language in the manuscript: Choose an item. 
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 Do you hold or are you currently applying for any patents relating to the content of the 

manuscript? 
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has applied for patents relating to the content of the manuscript? 
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 Do you have any non-financial competing interests in relation to this paper? 

If you can answer no to all of the above, write 'I declare that I have no competing interests' below. If 

your reply is yes to any, please give details below. 

I declare that I have no competing interests 

 

I agree to the open peer review policy of the journal. I understand that my name will be included on my 

report to the authors and, if the manuscript is accepted for publication, my named report including any 

attachments I upload will be posted on the website along with the authors' responses. I agree for my 

report to be made available under an Open Access Creative Commons CC-BY license 

(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). I understand that any comments which I do not wish to 

be included in my named report can be included as confidential comments to the editors, which will not 

be published. 

Choose an item. 

To further support our reviewers, we have joined with Publons, where you can gain additional credit to 

further highlight your hard work (see: https://publons.com/journal/530/gigascience). On publication of 

this paper, your review will be automatically added to Publons, you can then choose whether or not to 

claim your Publons credit. I understand this statement. 
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